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Mr. Jon Dion
Department of Energy
Rocky Flats Office

P.O. Box 928

Golden, CO 80402-0928

RE: Final Well Evaluation Report, Rocky Flats Plant
Dear Mr. Dion:

... EPA and its contractor, PRC Environmental Management, Inc. (PRC) have reviewed the
Final Well Evaluation Report for the Rocky Flats Plant (RFP), dated April 29, 1994. The purpose of:
the document is to determine whether the existing groundwater monitoring program at RFP meets
regulatory monitoring requirements and site-wide programmatic goals, The primary focus of this
Teview was an assessment of the rationale presented by DOE for eliminating wells from the
groundwater sampling program. In general, EPA found this to be a good quality document and that
its intended purposes are worthwhile. EPA also agrees that collection of groundwater samples from
many wells can be eliminated or reduced, however after careful analysis, it is strongly recommended
that DOE modify the changes presented in its report in accordarce with the attached comments.’

Table 1 (attached to this review) is a modified version of the original Table 44 from the Final
Well Evaluation Report and lists each well that DOE proposes to eliminate from the sampling
program and the reason for elimination. Three columns have been added to this table to indicate
whether EPA agrees or disagrees with the rationale, and the reason why. General and specific
- comments on the document and Table 1 are provided in Attachment 1 to this letter, '

Please call me at 294-1071 if you have any quesﬁons Or comments.

Sincerely, -
G eeman

Rocky Flats Section
Attachment

cc:  Elizabeth Pottorff, CDH

cc w/o Attach:
Gail Hill, DOE )
Shirley Ollinger, DOE rUL Jo-l

Joe Schieffelin, CDH VoGSLF .
' "5 Frinted on Recycled Paper
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COMMENTS

FINAL WELL EVALUATION REPORT
U S. DOE ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Section 2.2.1, page 2-14: Future updates of this document should include more site-specific
characterization of lithologic and hydrostratigraphic unit thinning from north to south as well as
from east to west, especially in light of conditions recently identified in the Walnut and Woman
Creek drainages.

Sechon 2.2.2, page 2-20: Two of the three well pairs exhibiting upward gradients are below
Rocky Flats Lake which may have significant impact on both the alluvial and bedrock hydrologic
systems on the south side of Woman Creck. This information may be important to management
decisions in the south buffer zone. Tt may also be of interest as an example of the potential
cffects of higher water levels elsewhere on plant site. . |

Section 2.3.1.3. page 2-40: Standards information for mapped analytes sbould be included as a
breakpoint in thc isopleths chosen for display. For example if a standard is lower than

- background, data in the range between background and the standard should be included in a
separate band. .

Section 2.3.2.4 page 2-56: Why is only U233/234 considered for well B2055897 These values
seem to increased in amount from those reported in the famhty s 1990-91 data. Also, what is
the ratio to of U233/234 to U238 for this well? If this well is contaminated with uranium that
is greater than observed in other background aress, it may not be appropriate 10 maintain this well
as a data point in the background statistics.

Section 3.4, page 3-49: RFP withdrew from hearidg on removal of aguatic life standards from
segments 4 and 5 pending complction of a "Use Attainability Study”. Hearing is rescheduled for
Spring 1995. Hearings on statewide radionuclide standards have been pushed back to November
199S. Hearings on site-specific radionuclide standards are now scheduled for May 1996.

Section 4.2.1.2, page 4-23: Bullet two suggests quarterly monitoring for areas where gradient
reversal is suspected in several drainages. Water levels measured on a monthljr basis would also
be needed to characlerize this problem, as well as comparisons to storm events at the site.

Scction 4.2.1.2, page 4-23: In bullet three, the wells added to the area east and south of the Fast
Trenches should also add to the top of bedrock information for this area.

Section 4.3, pages 4-24 and Figure 4-1: T'wo rounds of sampling for a new well is not adequate
for dﬁtermmmg ground water quality conditions. In 6§ CCR 1007-3, scction 265.92(c)(1), initial’
concentrations in monitoring wells must he determined by taking quarterly measurements for one
year. Thus, the plan for using only two round of sampling would not meet the requirements
under the Colorado Hazardous Waste Regulations.

Section 4.3, pages 4-26 and 4-27: 'The contaminants identified in Table 4-5 should be used in
copjunction with newly installed wells. Four quarters of well data (preferable consecutive) should
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be used to determine if additional quarters of sampling at the more comprehensiile level is
needed. If these contaminants are shown not to be present, then the lesser level of sampling

~ should be implemented.

Section 4.5.1.1 P'agc 4-30: Bullet ane- Please include excavation data such as the 881 Hillside

French Drain cxcavation in the data to be integrated.

Section 4.5.1.2 p'agc’4-31: Bullet five- Constructivn of potcatiometrie surface maps based on

hydrostratigraphic units rather than lithostratigraphic units. Please give a more detailed
description of what is intended here, including the hydrostratigraphic groupings to be used and
the reference that explains how the exceptions to the assumptions of potentiometric surface
mapping (isotropic medium, horizontal flow) shou.ld be handled.

Section 4.5.1.3 page 4-32: Bullets one and five - what information would be derived from
concentration contour .maps based on hydrostratigraphic units? Hctcrogeneity is an important
factor in the dispersal of contaminanls. Even small differences between alluvial and weathered

bedrock hydraulic conductivities may preclude lumping these lithologies together as the "upper

hydrostratigraphic unit", especially for detailed fatc and transport modeling.

Section 4.5.2, page 4-33: TFurther characterization of low-yield wells may show that many of the
older wells are either improperly constructed or not placed in an appropriate zone to determine
ground water flow. Because of the variability noted in most of the potentiometric levels at the
facility, it might be best to evaluate low flow wells before altering the SOF for ground water
leve] measurements. Also, if wells are constructed with sumps, it would probably be appropriate
to ensure that that data is maintained in such a manner that the peaple sampling the well are

aware a sump exists.
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ATTACHMENT 1

'REVIEW OF THE FINAL WELL EVALUATION REPORT, ROCKY FLATS PLANT

GENERAL COMMENTS .

Comment 1:

Comment 2:

A stated goal of this repbrt is td_ documeht the current network of monitoring
wells. It is assumed that Lhe.well data sheets provided in Volume II of the
appendices are intended to fulfill that-purpose. The well data sheets and
accompanying analytical data summaries provide a useful cornbendium of
information on the éxisting well network; howéver, this apbendix requires
further editing before it should be considered final. Many of the hsldrographs

appear to be inverted. Wells that are supposedly dry most of the time, such

" as well 3186, exhibit a flat line across the top of the hydrograph with an

occasional downward spike. Other hydrographs contradict data listed on tb;
well data sheets. For instance, the data sheet for well 2386 lists a2 minimum
depth to water of 26.1 feet. The accompanying hydrograph shows the
minimum depth to water to be approximately 62 feet. About haif of the data
sheets list identical ground surface and top of bedrock elevations, even though

the listed depth to bedrock may be anywhere from 3 to 50 feet. These errors

.make it difficult to use the well data sheets in any type of analysis; therefore,

" thev should be corrected.

Criteria used to determine the analytes to include{in each well’s analytical data
summary were not explicitly stated in the document. The analytical data
summaries that accompany each well data sheet may include one to 80
analytes, or may be missing altogether. Generally, wells that are known to be
located in contaminated areas seemed to be the wells with the longest analyte
lists. However, some errors are evident. For instance, well 31791 is shown
on Figure 2-78 as having a trichloroethene (TCE) concentration of between 10
and 100 micrograms per liter (ug/L) in samples collected during the fourth
quarter of 1992, but TCE is not listed on the analytical data summary sheet

for this well. A-common error noted in many of the analyte lists is the double




Cormnent 3:

entry (with different statistics) of the same analyte within one list. This
comment describes a major weakness in the well network documentation.
Because of the lack of explicit criteria and the frequency that errors were
noted, the analvte lists should be edited and the criteria clearly statec for these

summaries to be useful.

The text and plume maps included with this document create a false
impression that contaminants are not moving in the groundwater. For
example, the text states that "large-scale migration is not indicated by
comparison of 1990 and 1992 data” and implies that any change in plume
boundaries is a function of the increased data coverage in 1992. The TCE

plume maps, however, reveal one area where an mcrease in e1ther the spatxal

" extent or concentration of TCE cannot be explmned by an increase in data

coverage. According to Plates 2-75 and 2-76, TCE concentrations.at well
2987. located adjacent to the South Interceotor Ditch (SID) in Qperable Unit
(UU) 2, increased from below 5 ug/L to more than 1,000 ug/L G'Qm iecond
quarter 1992 to fourth quarter 1992. This increase should be considered to
represent a significant plume advance, particularly because of well 2987’s

location on the SID.

Furthermore, somve areas of probable plume advancement are not depicted on
these figures at all. Samples from well 3986, located approximately 2,000
feet northeast of the maximum extent of the OU2 TCE plume as depicted on
Figure 2-76, contained a maximum TCE concentration of 77 pg/L, according
to the analytical data summary for well 3986. Data recently retrieved .from
thé U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Rocky Flats Datal Retrieval
Process (REDRP) show a ma:dmﬁm TCE concentration of 418 pg/L and a
maximum carbon tetrachloride concentration of 2 292 ug/L in samples at this
well. Because the RFDRP database i¢ more current than the analytical data in
the well evaluation report, these REDRP data show that a contaminarion front
is moving into this afea. Obviously, a document such as the final well
evaluation report can present only data that were available at the time the
report was written, but it should be emphasized that the plume maps show

only selected "snapshots” of the data. Broad generalizations about plume




Comment 4: - '

Comment 5:

movement should not be extrapolated from the small data set fepresented by
the four plume maps for each compound; these statements should be removed’

from the text.

The final well.evaluation report exhibits confusion over the meaning of the

upper hydrostratigrapic unit (UHSU) and the lower hydrostratigraphic unit

(LHSU). . The UHSU has been interpreted in previousldocuments as including

all unconsolidated deposits as well as sandstones that subcrop below the
unconsolidated deposits and weathered bedrock, whether it be sandstone or
claystone. This definition includes all bedrock materials that are expected to

have good hydraulic communication and distinguishes them from deep,

isolated sandstones that should not exhibit good hydraulic communication with -

surficial materials inthe UHSU. Section 2.2.2 discusses vertically distributed

potentiometric data and uses hydrographs from well clusters to evaluate

o~

vertical hydraulic gradients. On page 2-17, the text states that "the presence

- of vertical hydraulic connection between hydrostratigraphic units at different

depths can be qualitatively assessed by compvaring the water elevation
hydrographs in wells screened in those units over time". The alluvial/bedrock
well pairs used for this analysis include bedrock wells that are screened
anywhere from 2 feet to 100 feet below the upper bedrock surface. Bedrock

wells that are screened 2 feet below the top of bedrock are obviously part of

the UHSU, whereas the deep sandstones should probably be considered to be

part of the LHSU. Thus, the important distinction between UHSU and LHSU

. is missed and the objectives, as well as results, of the analysis are vague. The

objectives should be restated to indicate whether the goal is to assess hydraulic
connection and gradient direction between wells in the UHSU and LHSU, or
to assess these properties between alluvial and bedrock wells within the
UHSU. The well pairs used in the analysis should be selected on the basis of

the chosen objective.

Section 4.0 recommends eliminating wells that are usually dry, redundant or
poorly constructed (such as wells screened across two geologic units and wells
with screened intervals that are too large) from the groundwater moanitoring

network. The recommendations for groundwater monitoring should clarify,
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(1) whether the wells proposed for elimination from the sampling network are
to be abandoned, and (2) whether replacement wells will be drilled for the

wells that are eliminated from the sampling network because of poor

construction. Several of the wells screened across two units are in strategic

locations that should continue to .be sampled, such as downgradient of the
OU1 french drain (wells 31491, 31791, and 31891) and areas where very high
concentrations of contaminants have been .shown to exist (well 07391, located
downgradient of Trench T-2, which had a maximum TCE concentration of _
150,000 pgL). - | |

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Comment 1:

Comment 2:

N

Section 2.3.2.6, Page 2-58, Paragraph 1. The text states that dense

nonaqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) concentrations exceeded 10 percent of the

 solubility limit in groundwater samples from four wells, and exceeded 1 .

percent of the solubility limit in groundviater samples from an additional 19
wells, as shown in Table 4-2. The text then lists only eight wells (in addition
to the four wells with DNAPL concentrations greater than 10 percent of
solubility) that may be affected by: DNAPL because DNAPL concentrations
exceed 1 percent of t_hé solubility limit. Table 24 actually lists a total of 15
different wells (foﬁr greater than 10 percent, and 11 greater than 1 percent);
apparently some wells were double-counted in the text if samples contained
more than one analyte that exceeded the 1 or 10 percent levels. No reason is
provided in the text for not considering three \'A{ells (3586, 02291, and
P220089) listed on Table 24 to be potentially affected by DNAPL. The text
also states that all of these wells are either in OU1 or OU2, except for one
each in QU4 and OU7 . Well 0390, however, is not within the boundaries of

-~ any OU; it is more than 4,000 feet southwest (upgradient) of the Present

Landfill. These inaccuracies in Section 2.3.2.6 should be corrected.

Section 4.1.2, Page 4-2_ Paracraph 2. The text states that two of the reasons

that wells were eliminated from the monthly water level monitoring network
are: (1) they "were considered dry according to Standard Operating

Procedures (SOP) GW.01 - Water Level Measurements in Wells and

4




Piezometers (EG&G 1992)," and (2) they "were slow tb recover after

i . sampling (making a subsequent measurement unusable).” The above

i . ‘referenced SOP was re\)iewed and was not t'ound to contain anv criteria. that

J . could be used to classify a well as bemg dry. -However, the SOP states that
water levels should be measured before purgmg a well a.nd coIlectmcr a |
sample. These two reasons._fb:_eh.tmnatgg_‘wells from the mont.hly_ monitoring

{
o - network should be withdrawn because they are not supported by the
‘referenced SOP. Wells that-were-eliminated from the monthly monitoring
¥ '

network for either of these reasans should be reevaluated.
Comment 3: Table 4-4. The rationale used most frequently to justify eliminating a well

E ' from the sampling network in Table 4-4 is that it is "chronically dry." The
well data sheets for the corresponding wells show that many of the wells
labelled chronically dry, were only dry 10 percent to 50 percent of the time.
These wells should contain sufficient water durmcr the high-water period ”
(second quarter) and therefore should be kept on semiannual manitoring and

sampled when there is sufficient water in them.

REFERENCE
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EG&G, 1992. EMD Operating Procedures, Manual No. 5-21000-OPS-GW, Volume II: -
Groundwater. Rocky Flats Plant. March 1.




TABLE 1

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM'
(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF THE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

1886 Chronically dry X ou4

2486 Chronically dry X ou4 '
2986 Chronically dry X ou4

3186 Chronically dry X ou4

5486 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells . Buffer - West All wells in area propéscd for

‘ : : climination
}5586 Adcquate coverage provided by ncarby wells . Buffer - West All wells in area proposed for
: climination

5786 Adcquate coverage provided by nearby wells ous | OUS5 RI* has not been completed
5886 Adcqnalelcovemge provided by nearby wells ous OUS RI has not been completed
6786 Chronically dry ' Buffer - East Dry 11 percent of the time

0587 Adcquate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou7

1087 Chronically dry ou2 Dry 19 percent of the time

1287 produces little water/adequate coverage provided X ou2 '

by nearby wells
1987 Chronically dry - ou2 Dry 38 percent of the time
2087 Produces little water/adequate coverage provided ouz2 Dry O percent of the time; only
by nearby wells ' : - well in mound area screened in
' LHSU?
1

012-COBOSIONEPATES\RY y s\ Tablc.4-4\09/09/90\oms
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TABLE 1 (Con(inucc'l)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM!

(TABLE 4-4 (MODIIIED) OF TIIE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

2487 Chronically dry X 0ou2 Dry 49 percent of the time;
insufficient analyte information
. provided
2787 Chronically dry X . 0uU2 Dry 33 percent of the time
3587 Chronically dry X .-; Ooul
4487 Chronically dry . oul
1787 Chronically dry X " oul Dry 57 percent of the time, but
' ‘ needed for OU! monitoring
_ (VOC* plume)
1887 Chronically dry X - 0Ul Dry 13 percent of the time
4987 Chronically dry X , . OUl
5087 Chronically dry X . out
5387 Produces little water/adequate cow;cragc provided - |l ox Oul Dry 4 percent of the time; if 5487
by nearby wells ' is eliminated, this will be only
colluvial well directly below
building 881.
5487 Produces little water/adequate coverage provided X OUl
by nearby wells .
B 102389 Background geochemical characterization well - - X Bfuffcr - North
program completed . '

012-COBOSIONEPANTES\R Xy fiats\Tablo. 4-4109/09/94\mns
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TABLE 1 (Continucd)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM'

(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF TIIE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

3200689 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North .
program completed
B 200789 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
program completed . C '
B3 201089 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
program completed ,
B 201289 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
'. program completed ' '
B 201589 Background geochemical characterization well - X . Buffer - North
' program completed S
B 203289 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
program completed :
B 203489 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
program completed
B 203789 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
program completed
B 103989 Background geochemical characterization well - X . Buffer - North
program completed ' !
3 204189 Dackground geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - North
' program completed
13207289 | Chronically dry X 0oU4
3 012-COB0SI0NEPANTES\R Iy (bata\ Tablc. 4-4109/09/9 (\pas
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TABLE 1 (Coutinued)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM'
(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF TIIE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

B 208389 Chronically dry X ou4
B 208489 | Chronically dry X ou4
1 218789 Adequale coverage providcd by nearby wells X ou2.
B 302989 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - South
program completed
B 304789 Background geochemical characterization well - X - Buffer - South
i program completed .
D 317189 | Chronically dry X Buffer - East
B 320089 Adcquate coverage provided by nearby wells X ~ Plant 3Aﬁaly!c/wcll info not provided;
a/k/a 320089 : ‘ Contaminants detected/need for 1A
B 400289 | Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - West ‘
program completed ’ '
B3 400389 Background geochemical characterization well - X * Buffer - West
program completed
I3 401989 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - West
program completed
B 405189 Background geochemical characterization well - X Buffer - South
program completed '
N 405289 Background geochemical characterization well - X ) Buffer - South
program completed A
4 012-COBOSIOARPAVT ES\Rky lata\ Table.4-4\09/09/94\nas
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TABLE 1 (Continucd)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM! |
(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF TIIIL WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

B 405489 Background geochemical characterization well - X ~ Buffer - West
program completed '
B 405689 Background geochémicnl characterization well - X - Buffer - West
program completed ' :
B 405789 Background geochemical characterization well - X - Buffer - West
program completed :
00590 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X " Buffer - West All wells in area proposed for
' * elimination .
00690 Adcquate coverage providcd by nearby wells X Buffer - West | All wells in area proposed for
. : elimination
00790 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X - Buffer - West All wells in area proposed for
' . elimination
00990 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X * Buffer - West All wells in area proposed for
’ climination
00691 Chronically dry - X © 0U2 | Dry 22 percent of the time
00791 Chronically dry X 5 ou2
00891 Chronically dry : , X - : ou2 Dry 17 percent of the time
00991 Chronically dry | x | 1 ow
01991 Adcequate coverage provided by nearby wells X - ou2 Only well screened directly above
: -| bedrock contact, after B218789 is
climinated

5 ' 012-COROGIONEPAVTES Ry Mut\Table, 4-4\09/00/54\0ms



TABLE 1 (Continucd)
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WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR~ ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM'

(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF THE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

02791 Chronically dry X ou2
02891 Chronically dry OU2 Dry 38 percent of the time
02991 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X 0ou2
03191 Chronically dry ou2 Dry 13 percent of the time
03891 Chronically dry X ouz
Q‘189l Chronically dry ou2 ‘Dry 15 percent of the time
05691 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells ouz2 Well 05691 in a deeper part of the )
' paleochannel than well 03591, and
should be retained l
06291 Produces little water/adequate cov.crngc provided X ou2 |
by ncarby wells
06691 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2
06891 Adcquale coverage provided by nearby wells X 0ouz
06991 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X 0ou2
07191 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2
07291 Produces little water/adequate coverage provided X 0ou2
by nearby wells
6 012-COBOGIOATFANT ES\Rky flats\ Table. 4-4109/09/54\rnas
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TABLE 1 (Continued)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR 'ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM!
(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF T11E WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

07391 Well screened across two geological units X ou2 High VOC.Conccntr:\(ions (150
' ' ppm* of TCE, 1 ppm of vinyl
chloride); alternatively, install
alluvial/bedrock well pair

08091 Chronically dry - X ou2 Dry 15 ht:rccnl of the time
08291 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X 0uU2
08491 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ouz2
08591 Chronically dry X ou2 Dry 15 percent of the time
11291 Chronically dry X ou2
11491 Chronically dry X ouz Dry 36 percent of the time
12291 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2 |
12491 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X 0U2 Needed to monitor bedrock VOC -

' plume
L 12691 Adequale coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2 Needed to monitor bedrock YOC
: plume
12891 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2 Necd data at Trench T-5
13091 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X ou2
13591 Chronically dry X ouz
31491 Well screened across two geological units X oul Downgradient of French Drain
7 D12-CORDGIONEPAVTES\RAy lnts\ Tabe, 4-4\09AN/P1\mms




TABLE 1 (Continucd)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM!
(FABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF TIIE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

7
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31791 Well screened across two geological units oul Continue monitoring because of
' TCE detection in 4th Quarter 1992
31891 Well screened across two geological units Oul Only 0.6 fect of screen sticks up
into clayey colluvium
32591 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells Oul Located in organic plume (T11SS*
' 119.1) that is not fully

: characterized

33491 Chronically dry oul Dry 28 percent of the time

33691 Adcquate coverage provided by nearby wells X oul

33891 Producecs little water/adequate coverage provided | oU1 Located in 119.1 organic plume;

by nearby wells o ' ' indicating plume spreading west

! 34591 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X Ooul

35391 Chronically dry - QUl Dry 13 percent of the time

35991 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X 0oul |
36391 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X Oul

36691 Produces littie water/adcquate coverage provided - OUl Keep either 36691 or 37191 to

‘ by nearby wells monitor THSS 130
36991 Chronically dry X oul
37191 Adequate coverage provided by ncﬁrby wells oul Keep cither 36691 or 37191 to
: monitor THSS 130
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TABLE 1 (Continued)

WELLS RECOMMENDED FOR ELIMINATION FROM SAMPLING PROGRAM'

(TABLE 4-4 (MODIFIED) OF TIIE WELL EVALUATION REPORT)

38191 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X Oul
38291 Adcquate coverage provided by nearby wells X OuUl
38891 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X oul Downgradient of French Drain &
: : nearby well dry or bedrock
39191 Adequate coverage provided by nearby wells X Oul
45091 Wind Energy site X Buffer - West
45191 Wind Encrgy site X Buffer - West
45291 Wind Encrgy site X Buffer - West |
03092 Chronically dry B X Buffer - North
03192 Chronically dry X Buffer - North ,
10092 Chronically dry - X Oul Dry 45 percent of the time
10192 Chronically_dr)} X - Ooul Continue to check water level
10392 Chronically dry X ~Oul Continuc to check water level
10892 Chronically dry X Oul Continuc to check water level
43492 Well screened across two geologic units X Buffer - South
! Sclcclcd.from wells listed as active as of June 1993.
2 Remedial investigation
3 Lower hydroslrﬂigraphic unit
‘ Volatile organic compound
5 Parts per million
9

L%t

012-CORDGIONEP AT ES\RLy flata\ Taldc. 4 -4109/09/9\rms




. 6/60/60\- Y LA AT\ LAV TS019080-2 10 © o 0l

AL TVATTIAMY 18 ‘wewodpygyjinas ‘4661 ‘6 pqudas 1ad:

(LAOJIU NOLLVNTVAT TIHAL FILL J0 (QATIIAOND by ATAV.L)
JUVIO0UI ONITIAVS WOWT NOLLVNIWITI YOI AEANINANODTY ST1IM

(ponunuo)) 1 ATAV.L

b/




